Dear Les f 


5/28/84 


After we spoke yesterday I thought more about the fink natter and of the nossibili -Hr 
no other spurce jdU confirm your single source on KLerce. What couS you or JaS do ^ 

Va n n ° U “ lob3 of tine * *»»"»* uncomplicated use of FOIA. A^d don't start 

-th a lawyer. Just write a ample request along the linos I'll suggest. 

If there is conflation, then this would possibly make a later followup. 

Write i'BIHQ, sending a copy to the MY Field Office and than rl.,m +v ,„ 
request thoro, asiing for all information on or about the guy of whatever -~orm 

s-s? - sm rx sa sys s^r££ ™ 
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on - try to explain or define them. If you want to know what they are T, ll 
fl~ you » bat m the really important one is 134, which is for "security" ’ 

'ip ormera. In that file there will be a report, usually on a printed form of 
every contact with him and whether or not it was productive* * 

don. /S 11 n °\ ien ° r ° y ° U ° r Jad£ but the * ni P^bably claim backlog. If they 
don t tell you when to expect a response, as them and then wait. 

Include copies of all search slips in your request. 

. m M other files are, administrative or some kind of FBI interpretation of 

mSST*?; f ±3 + f cbnird3teatt ^* That is where they have their dirtiest on~Kin- 
hidden. But when they see 134 they'll understand what you believe, and why not?” * 

(n\l p f obabl ^ clai;:1 the privacy exemption, but if they include (b)(2) and/or 
iLildeSal^^o! * dopondable Gtof i™ation, but not certain. (7) (Vis 

is where Bc-Lcach had his stuff hidden. Officially it is "Research Matters." 

If they do not produce anything you can later decide whether or not to **t a 
lawyer. Or you can just forget. ^ 

Best wishes r 


